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1 . This written opinion is the ^'^^^ 



(first, etc.) drawn by this International Preliminary Examining Authority. 



2. This opinion contains indications relating to the following items: 



I 




II 


□ 


III 


□ 


IV 


□ 


V 






VI 


□ 


VII 




VIII 


□ 


The applicant 



citations and explanations supporting such statement 
Certain documents cited 



WTien? 
How? 
Also 



See the time limit indicated above. The applicant may^ before the expiration of that time limit ) request this 
Authority to grant an extension i j see Ptule 66.3(d) i 

By submitting a written reply, accompanied, where appropriate, by amendments, according to Rule 66.3. 
For the form and the language of the amendments, see Rules 66.8 and 66.9. 



For an additional opportunity to submit amendments, see Rule 66.4. 
For the examiner's obligation to consider amendments and/or arguments, see Rule 66.4 bis. 
For an informal communication with the examiner, see Rule 66.6. 
If no reply is filed, the international preliminary examination report will be established on the basis of this opinion. 

The final date by which the international preliminary 

examination report must be established according to Rule 69.2 is: 28 APRIL 2002 
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PvlTl'I-N OPINiOX 



International application No. 



PCT/USOO/3224 1 



I. Basis of the opinion 



1. With regard to the elements of the international application:* 

[x] Hie iDter'iiationul <i[)j)!i( tit ion us oi'iijnhiilv filed 
I he descripdoii. 

p d If e s 

j)di',es 

ptl^CS 



NONE 
NONE 



, a.s oriuinailv filed 



filed Willi the demand 



, filed Willi the letter of 




xl tti<:' elainis. 

paues 

pai^e.s 

paLjc^s 

pa^es 



37-41 



NONE 



NONE 



„ , (LS originally filed 

, as amended (logeilier with any stateineni) under Article 19 
™ , filed with the demand 



NONE 



, filed with the letter of 



the drawings. 

P^^^^^^ 

f^i^ges 

pages 



1-19 



NONE 



. as onguudly filed 



filed wit It the demand 



NONE 



, filed wiih the letter of 



the secjuence list my part 

\k\^i'\^\ ptio n: NONE 

pai^es NONE 

ptioes NONE 



of the 



. as oi'igmallv filed 

, filed with the demand 



filed witli tlie letter of 



2. With re^al'd to the language, all the elements marked above wer'e available or furnished to this Authority in the language in which 
the international applicahon was filed, unless otheiwise mdicat.ed under this item. 



These (dements were available or furnished to this Autlioritv m the following language which is- 

the laimuage of a tr'anshdion furnished for the j)urposes of international search (under Rule 2:] 1(b)) 

□ Ihe ian^iua^e of publication of the mternatioiKd application (under Rule -18.3(b)). 

I I the laiiLiua^e of the translation furmstied foi' the f)urposes of international prelimiiiaiA' examination (under Rules ;Y),2 and 
or Y) :j) 

Will) ix-iMi'd to anv nucleotide and/or an^mo acid sequence disclosed m the international application, the written opinion was 
diiiwn on tlie l)asis of the secjuence listin*^ 

□ contained m the international application m printed form. 

I I fih'd together with the mternatioiial appliCLdion in computer rea(lal)lc fonn 

I I furnished subsecjuentlv lo iliis Authontv m written form 

I I furnisfied subsequenth to this -\iit!iorit\ in computer readdble foi 

bed writt 
uniidied 

I I The slateijient that the information rec-orded m computer readable form is identical to the writen sequence listiim has 
' — ' been lurnished. i 

XI The amendments tiave I'esulted in the cancellation of: 



□ The shijement that the subsequenth furni.-bed written scqueiu IrdinL^ doc,^- not lk) bevond the discdo;a]re m the 
mtcriiationfd ap[)hcalioii as hied \u\.- been inviw^hna 





X 
X 




the description, pa^es. 
the claims, \os, 



NONE 



NONE 




Xj the drawiiurs, sheet s^Tni JIQNE 



I I This opinion has ix^eii diawii as if (some of) the .tmendinents had not l)eeii made, ,'tnce thev liave been considei'cd to no 
I)cvoikI the disc losure ds bled, as indicited in th(^ Supplemental Box (Rule 70 2(c)) 



Replacement sheets which have been furnished to the receiving Office in response to an invitation under Article 14 are referred to 
in this opinion as "originally filed". 
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V. Reasoned statement under Rule 66.2(a)(ii) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial applicability; 
citations and explanations supporting such statement 



1. statement 

Novelty (N) Claims 5-6, 10-22 YES 

Claims 1-4, 7-9, 23-28 NO 

Inventive Step (IS) Claims 5-6. 10-22 YES 

Claims 1-4, 7-9, 23-28 NO 

Industrial Applicability (lA) Claims 1-28 YES 

Claims NONE NO 



2. citations and explanations 

Claims 1-4, 7-9, 24,26,27 lack novelty under PCT Article 33(2) as being anticipated by Duxbury et al. (EP 352,935). 

Duxbury et al. taught the invention as claimed including partioning a resource and allocating a portion to each 
resource, sizing and marking the portion, and the portion based on priority and specifying the boundaries (coL 2, line 18- col. 
3, line 33). Further Duxbury et al. taught the use of pointers to stall the threaded if insufficient resources are available. 

Claims 1 and 23-28 lack novelty under PCT Article 33(2) as being anticipated by Hartley et al. (EP 962,856). 

Hartley et al. taught the invention as claimed including partioning a resource and allocating a portion to each resource, and 
determining if the processor is operating in single thread or multithread mode (abstract , fig. 1) 

NEW CITATIONS 

NONE 
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Supplemental Box 

(To be used when the space in any of the preceding boxes is not sufficient) 



Continuation of: Boxes I - VIII Sheet 10 



TIME LIMIT: 

The time limit set for response to a Written Opinion may not be extended. 37 CFR 1.484(d). Any response 
received after the expiration of the time limit set in the Written Opinion will not be considered in preparing the International 
Preliminary Examination Report. 
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